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The | Validity L. — 

Baptiſm adminiſtred by Diſ- 
ſenting Miniſters. 
And the . — N 


Refuſing Burial to Children 
ſo Baptiz d, cc. 
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IN CE ris only The Validity of 
7A + G the Adminiſtration of Demmin 98 
258 — Baptiſm by'Vs, that Br. slam * 
z:& >* 3 en A 4 1 

0 460% I'm at preſe t to de- fence of , moderate 


* fend, I ſhall confine © Non Contormity, Pt. 
my ſelf to that, and endeavour 1. In Mr. Owen's 
to ſhew from the celebrated Wri- Pies ye 
ters of the Church, both dead Defince of *. A a 
and living, that our Adminiſtra- Mr. Boyle's Serm. 
tion of Baptiſin is valid; and the Oftice of a gexip- 
that the contrary Notion muſt - #ural Bp. deferibea, 
needs be falſe, from the Uncha- . "yy err 
ritablenels and Abſurdity of it. Agthe clear As- 
1, Its Plain from the great count of primitive 
and approv'd Writers of the Epiſeopacy, &. 
Church of Englani” that Bap- And the * 
tiſin by Lay- Perſons (prerending alle ene Rides « 
z0 0 Orilination at all) tho irre- germ at Mr. Clark's 
gular, is yet valid, and ought Ordination. 
not to be repeated. And ſure 4 
then, Baptiſm by fach as have received Ordeys 
A 2 | from 


(40 
from-Presbyters, (tho not Ordain'd by a Dioceſan 
Biſhop) mult needs be valid. 4 
do ON Right hae Pr. — = prſen Bi- 

Oxford, in his Charge tothe Clergy of his 
, Piccck els; at his Viſitation the laſt il 
en 5. 19. Lear, tells us, F That Arch- 
150 Biſhop pi bi. oifr, Arch- Biſhop 8 
: Bancroft, Biſhop Bilſon, Biſhop Jin, Mr. Toke. 
* Mr. Mafon,' Mr. Thorkdike, cho Were all great 
Men in the Church) and many others were for al- 
lowing the Validity of Baptilvz, tho not admi- 
* niltred by Perſons E Ordain'd. He has 
Quotat ions in the Appendix from the Works of all 
theſe Authors, ſor the Proof of it, which wou'd be 
too tedious to vepcat to vou. Biſhop Bin plainly 
ſays, That to deny private Perſons to Baprize, in 
caſe of Neceſſity, were [oc my all- Antiquity and 
the Ter Tractice © 2 Ly EA abe 
Barnat, the prefent Biilop 18 . 
52 wake in a ls; preach d there, Noe 
14.4 Fag. 24, J, 1710; lays, * © That this has 
: nl 1 beer; the 3 Senſe of the 
1 Pag, 220 1 Church. for above fourteen Hun- 
err */ © dred Years. And in the ſame 
nh + he fays, © There's a Conceit latel got in 
vamonęęſt us, that denies all, that are not Baptiz d 
_ +*2mongſtus,to beChriſtians, ſhuts themoutof Chriſt's 
Covenant, and thinks them no better than Hea- 
© thens; a Nation, that tho it once got into ſome 
* Churghes, wha thought, that the Baptiſin of He- 
© reticks was of no Value, and was to be repeated 
**ypon; their coming into the Church, 122 — ſo- 
** mnly condemnd, aud xcjecled by all the 
: „Ehurcheg of God, now Aer above Faulen Hun- 
7 dred Tes. 
And as to the Gian of. the Clagy, of the 
en E I" Bo; axe now living, it's ap- 
85 * © parent, 
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patent, that as great Men, as any . amongſt them, 


do eſteem our Baptiſins to be Vad 
That this was the r of that learned Body, 


fe Univerſity of Oxtord, a E 

Years fince, appears in mY : [4 Bp. of Ouford's 

Letter ſent to Geneva f. Change Pag. 1 4 , 
That this is the Opinion &- 


the Biſhop of Szlibuyy, is plain from what has n 


already Quoted out ef his —— 3 


in his — Preface to his Paſto- © * 
tal Care, * he repreſents this * Pag. 1 
not only as his own Opinion. 


hit the Opinion. of all, who are nom _ Fow-Chrnich 


Men. * They dare not (ſays ke) unchurch allithe 
* Bodies of Proteſtants . Sea, nor deny to our 
Hiflenters at honie, the federal Rites common to 

all Chriſtians, or leave them. 9 micovenarited 


Mercy They don't armul their Baptiſms, or 


chin that they -ought to be Baptiz u again in 2 


more regular Manner, before they can be ac- 


cot G riſtians. 1 r Go; O (de 
That the Bifhep of Oford is of this Opinion, 
is evident from the late Chatge to his Clergy, 
Which 1 have Hinted Ae 4 
take farther Notiee d M at tug Id? 
Nay, Pm miſtaken, if this be not the Opinion of 
le Oger Houſe of Commeation that is, of rhe major ty of 


the ſhops of England 3 that it was id lately I am 


very well aſſur d, as wiideniable from the Writing 


ſent down by temite 2b Lbwer Heufe'ofi Crmogatian, 
| May 14, 1712. Wherein they proteſs it be incum- 


bent upon them t6 declare, That Yuch-Perfang, as 
have been already Bapt iz d in, n with Mater, in 
the Name of the —.— Son, and Holy-Gboſt, 
< ought not to he Baptiz d again. This is an ample, 
clear, and ſolemn — 'of their ELoꝛdiſtips 
Judgments, which tkey affrm to be *:Coiformable 
© to the Judgment and Practice of the Cztholick 
Church 


. 
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| "of Sem. Pry. 22. ceivd (ſays the Biſhop of S. 


ſtrous Errors, which he has carried io near Atheilſin, Þ 
as to deny the immortality of the Soul, and to 


, 1 ann Ordain' d. 


f 4 
66) . 

ori agg" and of the Church of England 

rticular. And what Opinion then muſt the 
World have of thoſe Clergy-Men, who advance a 
contrary Doctrine ? The Judgment ot their Fathers 
concerning them is, That they bring Contuſion in- 
© to the Church, that they Men with Doubts 
© and Scruples of Conſeience, and that they intro- 
* duce an — not much differing trom Donatiſm 


and Anabaptiſm, The prevention of all which 


were the Motives, that induc'd their Lordſhip's to 
make that Declaration. In ſhort, the univerſal 
Church has allow d the Validity of Baptiſms per- 
form d by Perſons not Ordain'd by Dioceſan Bi- 
22775 till he a very few. ear. 


, The contrary Notion is re- 


licbmry +). by many amongſt Þ 
8 the other wild Canceits of the Corrupter of our 
Faith and Church, (meaning, I ſuppoſe, Mr. Dod. E 
well) © who broached this with many other mon. 


put the immortaliaing Virtue in a W given 3 


The Words of the bare, 1 


| ek 235. Hooker, in his Book of the Ec. 


cleſiaſtical Polity *, are very by 


full to my Purpoſe If Gays he) Baptiſm is ſer.- 1 


+ +, oufly admipiſtred, in the ſame 
; By. of Ox PR x — and with tlie ſame A 


| arte ro - bis Form of Words, which Chriſt's} 3 ? 
Charge, Pag. 7. Inſtitution teacheth, there 18 


q no other Defect in the World, 


0 that can mike it Fruſtrate, or de Tf it of the 
true Nature of a a Sacrament, An 


this ſeems. to 
beg 


8 Sas +4 


=. „ 
de be the Senſe of the Church in the Taft Rubrick in 


ers the Office of Private Baptiſm. =» 

in. Tis true, that one of the Rubricks before this 
bts Office, requires Baptiſm to be perform d by a lawful 
ro. Miniſier; but it does : neither deſcribe, who are 
n lawtul Miniſters, nor invalidate Baptiſins perform'd 
ich by ſuch, who are mo Miniſters. That Manifters, 
to who had only Presbyterian Ordination, are not in- 
4a tended hereby to be cenſur'd as no lawtul Miniſters, 
er. is evident to a Demonſtration from theſe two 
Bi. Things. | 


.) In that King James I, who cauſed theſe Words 
10 be inſerted in the Rubrick, in 1603, would there- 
by have unchriſtian'd his own Children, (which 


85 ö certainly he did not intend) as having no other 
et! than (oxy bop Baptiſm ; and bad not this been 
S | Valid in his Eſteem, he would undoubtedly have 


= order'd them to be Baptiz'd; 


za WF which he was ſo far from doing, 1 Bp. Oxford's 
- that + He expreſs d his utter Charge, Fag. 15. 

7 & < Diſlike of Re-baptizing thoſe * Diſſmaſivefrom 
en whom Laicks or Women had Facobitiſm,2d Part, 


Baptiz d. (zdly.) * From Fag. 13, 14. 
* the beginning of the Reforma- - | 
© tion, to the Reſtoration, (which latter was near 


— — 


— ih. — * — 
— — 
2— 


50 ſixty Years after this Alteration in the Rubrick) 
Presbyterian Ordination was allow d of, and pract- 
nl ic in the Church of England; and ſeveral Bi- 
5 hops were made of ſuch as were never Ordain d 

Prieſts by Biſhops: And the Validity of the Ordina- 
10 tions of Foreign Proteſtant Churches was always 
ll * allow'd of. Nay, ſo far is this Rubrick from annul- 
"1 ling the Orders or Baptiſms of Presbyterian Mi- 
hel niſters, that it doth not invalidate the Baptiſms 
48 p<rtorm'd by meer Lay-Perfons. 4 Both King 
he | © Tames 


t Anſwer to the Exceptions made againſt the Biſhop of 
8 ©Oxtord's Charge, by Mr. L. and Dr. B Pag. 117. | 


gulated them. And indeed, every impartial Per- 


tainey of theſe being us d to a Child, that the Mi- 


be Fulſe. 


© that differ from them. They think, their Commu- 


(8) : 
© Famer and the Biſhops, who madethat Alteration, W 
© did all of them ſo far allow the Validity of Lay 
< Baptiſm, altho it was irregular, as not to require 
© Perſons fo Baptiz d, to be baptiz d again, but all 
© of them expreſly declar d the contrary. And how 
© unreaſonable is it to put ſuch a Conſtruction on the 
Rubricks of the Church, as is directly contrary Wl 
to the avowed Opinions of thoſe who made or re- 
fon may be convinc'd by the laſt Rybrick (before 
mentioned) that the Miniſter's Authority is not 
eſſential to Baptiſin. The Element and Words of I- 
ftrurion are twice taken Notice of, as the only. El-W 
ſentials of it; and tis oy in caſe of the unccr- 


niſter is to Baptize it; ſand even then but Hypo- 
thetically, If thou art not already Baptiz d, G) 
But if it was Baptiz d with Water, in the Name of 
the Father, of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, 
(tho there might be Irregularities in it, yet being 
there were the Eſſentials) there s no Warrant for 

Re- baptiaatioon. a —_ 
. 2, I'ſhatl now. ſhew you from the Uncharitable- 
neſs and Abſurdity of that Opinion, which confines | 
Baptiſm to Dioceſan Ordination, that it muſt needs 


i © The Papiſts (ſays Biſhop J 
| TPag, — Burnet in the fore-citedSer Mon 7 * 
| * condemn without Mercy, all 


nion is the One Church, out of which there is no 
* Salvaticn... And in this particular, a Not ion begins 
to be ſpread amongſt us, that goes further even i 
* thay their Unchavitableneſs ; they only deny, that 
* thoke who are not of their own Body, are Catho- 
* cks; but there's a Conceit lately got in amongſt | 
us, that. denies all, that are not Baptiz'd among 

rus, 
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- * 1 — 3 by s 5 
1 . K „ om * Ly . 


(9 ' 

.us to be Chriſtians, ſhuts them cut of Chriſt's Co- 
venant, and thinks em no better, than Heathens. 
he Truth is (ſays the Bithop - 

pt Oxford, in the — 4 3» Pag. 18: by? 


8. FTharge *) this Doctrine is ſome:- 

the Thing like that of the Intention of the prieſt in the 

ry urch of Rome, by which her Members never can 
_ We certain, that they have. any: Sacrament ado 


red to them. It's a Doctrine, (ſays 


* 
bal he ſame Right Reverend Prelate "as + Pag. 13, 
107 That does at once unchriſtian al 0 
I. the retormed Churches abroad ; averihdbs Bleſſed 
EC. MY Martyrs amongſt em, who have been baptu d in 
x. their own Blood, laid down their Lives for tlie 
11 Goſpel, and glorityed God by their . * us, of 
IF whom! the Mold was not worthy; and all 
8 &F glorious Confeſſorts, Who are ſtill 1 
of WF their Teſtimony to the Truth, TOS. 
. as it is m Jeſus, in Galleys and „ Eg. 1 1% • 
> Dungeons“, how many 1 hquſands +. Pag 15. 
ot our own Chorch (adds be, ) | 
muſt this Doc ſrine unchriſtian from the Reber 
j mation to the Reign of King Names the 1ſt! all 
\o hich Time even Lay Raptiſin was allow'd in 
0; WF <ale of Neceſſity. Nuy, (ays be) even that leaw. 
ned King's own Children: were baptiz d by Minif: 
„ers, who had only Presbiterian. Orders in Sur 
$ und, and he never order'd them to be rebaptizd. 
s that according to this worthy Bilbop, King 
2 bailesthe iſt had no other Baptiſin, but ſuch as 
A is amongſt us Diſſenters; and according tothe 
** Modern High- Church Notion, he was no Cliriſtian, 
Haltho' in the Service for the thirtieth of January he 
0 is ſtil'd a Bleſſed Martyr. | 
* * How many Thouſands (ſays 1 Lag: 16. 
7 I theBiſhop*)does this Doctrine un- | 
t chriſtian of thoſe, that were born in this King- 
5 dom from the Year 1648. to the Year 1660 f 


whom yet our Church has receiv'd into her Com- 
B munion, 


Presbyterian 3 ; and that this is the caſe of 8 
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no Chriſtians, or 4 ſwade otliers to tlus Pract- 


him, was rpiſcapally ordain'd, yet how can he be 


( 10 ) 
* union, and admitted to a Par- | 
« ticipation of her Sacraments}, f Pag. 15. 
* which ſurely ſhe wou d not have | 
* done; it ſhe had Judg d them not to be chriſtiana 
Zut further, -at's nat to be doubted (continues 
he) but mam ot thoſe, who had no other but meet 
* Lay-Baptiſm, from 1548, to 1603. or were bap- 
* tix d by Perfons not Epricopally ordain d, fam 
, "1648 _ 1660, have been admitted to holy Orders 
© in. our urch: Here I may add, that it hath 
been commonly reported, that Arch Biſhop Till. 
hon (that bright Ornament of the Church) was the 
Son of a Diſſenter, however had no other than 
the preient Biſhopsof Eh, Exon, darum and Glouceſter, | 
Nay, there's great Reaſon to believe, that fome of 
thoſe very. clergy· Men are fallin into this Notion, 
by a themſelves are no Chriſtians, and yet I if 
never heard of any of em, who were re-baptizd, 
as methinks they ſhould, if they thought themſelves 


ice g for this Charity ſhould den n Has 
And what ſhallwe ſay (ſays the Biſhop of 1 86 
Sto Baptiſm: adniinifired by ſuch ? he that is not a 
£ Chriſtian (as theſe eminent Fathers of the Church 
* are not, in the Opimon of ſome of their Sons) can 
"never bes Prieſt or lawiul Miniſter of a Clritian | 
: And he, that is not baptiz d cannot be 

— a Chriſtian by Ordination. And what per- 
t plexit ies muſt this leave Chriſtians under, as to 
< their Baptiſm! Tho) a Man be ſatisty d, and have 
moral Aſſurance, that the Perſon, Wis! baptiz'd 
© afjured, that that Perſon was himſelf baptiz'd by 

© onetepricopally : ordaind? If he was not, he was 
na Cliriſtian according to this Doctrine, and con- 3 
ſequently cau d not be a chriſtian Prieſt, nor 
s * cou d he admiuiſter ws Chriſtian Saar 3 
4 | nd! 


e 

And then all Ordinations by Biſhops ſo baptia d 
re null; and all the Sacraments,” they have ad- 
Hiniſtred are invalid. And — alſo, all 
at have receiv'd Orders from ſuch a Biſhop, are 
Wo Minifters ! and all, that have been baptiz d ub 
W1ch, (or by thoſe, that have been ordain'd- _ Oy : 
conchude, are no Chriſtians. | J | 
The learned Biſhop proceeds +; + Peg. 18 + 
A Perſon who has — ſertoully | 
W baptiz'd''m or with Water, in the - Nevis ö 
ot the Father, Son and Hol y-Ghoſt, _ tho? - 
the Baptizer was not an —— ordaind Mi- 
Piſter, ought not to be baptiz d again. And tho 
our Church has in her Rubrick, ſince 1603, re- 
quir'd a Jaw:ul Miniſter to be the Adminiſtrator of 
Baptiſm, and does allow no other, yet where the 
Eſſentials of Baptiſm, the Matter and Form have 
been obſerv'd, tho? the Adminiſtrator were not a 

= Perſon epiſcopally ordain d, ſhe: does not declare | 
e&Wluch Baptiſins to be invalid and tua 
null, nor require em to be 1 See the 2, * 
ted. But tho' this be che Leck. i © laſt Nub. in 
ine of the Church, and has been the Office” fur 
ta leclared tobe fo by ſame of ber m Fee ee 
xoh ion aul learned Fathers, yet ſumſ, — 
dan vo would be thought to be ber moſt dur fi dmr. tale 
lan geave to contradict it in their Practicr, and ta 
be F beste Perſons not epiſcopalhy baptiz d. This 
der. Im intorm'd, has lately — practis d here upon a 
to 4 Phill about three or four Tears uli; (becauie tas the 
we Miniſter told the People) it was ſuppes d to be 
zd paptiz d at! London by.a Diſſenting Miniſter, who 
be nad no Right to baptize; and upon a Malefattrr 
by ef 60 Tears vid or upwards, Juſt betore his Executi- 
vas en; becauſe he was born in S-orland, and had 
on: Presbyterian Baptiſm, and having lived a Hea-' 
or then all his Lite, twas great Charity to make 
ts. um a Chriſtian at his Death, tho* he died at the 
0) allows, B 2 This 


(20 

This, T believe, may 6 mar for an Original; for 
tis the firſt Inſtance of t Kind, I ever heard of, 
amongſt Proteſtants. The Papiſts indeed, I have 
heard, do ſomething like it; firſt pretend to con- 
vert Hereticks (for ſo they call all Proteſtants) to 
the Romiſh Faith, and then immediately deliver 
them to the Executioner to be burnt alive, to be 
broke alive upon the Wheel, or ſome other ways 
pat to Death, in Compaſſion to their Souls (no 
oubt) that they might die in the Communion of 


their Church, to which py moſt unmercif ully 
limit Salvation. | 


I ſhall mention one Writer more upon this Head, 
who defends the Doftrine and Practice of the C burch 
againſt: modern Innovations, All Men 
*g. 20. | * ſays he 9, are ſenſibleot the vaſt Con- 
fuſion, which this Doctrine wou'd I 
" being a long with it, it it were adher'd to, while 
* ſo many Thouſands, wha have livd and died in ; 
our Communion never had any other Baptiſm, 
* and conſequently muſt not be allowed to have been 
Chriſtians; while ſo many Thouſands more, that 
do now live in our conſtant Communion, and have 
done ſo for many Years muſt ſtill, if this Not ion 
* were adher'd to, be all baptiz d again: while a 
great many more no otherwiſe baptiz d have been 
admitted into holy Orders, who muſt now, by 
< this new Doctrine, have both their Chriſtianity 4 
© and their Miniſtry, and the Validity of all the 
* Baptiſms, they — adminiſtred, and of all the 
© Adminiſtrations of the other Sacrament perform'd i 
hy them call d in Queſtion, and both themſelves i 
and their Flocks — ht back to the Font again. 
4 While at this Rate or a ſerupulous Man may F 
his Inquirics of this Kind much higher) it 
— be almoſt impoſlible for one halt of our 
L Congregations to know, whether they have yet 
*necev'd valid * or whether they ought not 
* 10 4 


in. than one half of their own Communion, many of” 


(613) 

> be again baptiz d. What ſtrange Diſerders 
Fould this create ina Pariſh not many Miles diſ- 
e Want, where the Perſon, who perform d all miniſ- 
rial Acts for near thirty Years together, had no 
Prders at all! And many other Places; Im told, 

re in like Circumſtances. © Now theſe Conſuſions, 
which muſt, I think inevitably attend this new 
Doctrine, (as my laſt ment ion d Author obierves) 
it it ſhould prevail ſhould methinks make Men 
odeſt in advancing ſuch a Notion; ane I may 
3d, do undoubtedly un it to be falſe from the 
Fncharitableneſs and Abſurdities following upon 


And why is this Notion now ſo induſtriouſſy 
pread. 1 But in order to divide 
Proteſtants among themſelves; 1 Diſſwaßue 
Won the one Hand to render odious from Facobitiſin, 
Wthoſe Proteſtant Princes. on 2d Pt. Fig 35.36. 
vrhom the Crown by Act of Par-. I 
liament is entail'd ; and on the other Hand to 
Wcommend and extol the Gallican Church, in 
which the Pretendor is educateeeeld . 
In theſe Things I have not ſomuch as once men- 
Woned the Opimon of any Deſſenter, but have 
ken my Authoritys from the Biſhops and learned 
Pievines of the Church, whpte Words I have given 
ou. And is it not great Preſumption in thoſe 
oung Miniſters, who call themſelves their Sons 
thy in the Face of their Fathers, to condemn. tho 
Practice of the Church, and to unchriſtian not 
nly all the reform d Churches beyond Sea, but the 
Ereateſt Part of our own Kingdom, and perhaps more 


their Biſhops and Clergy, and-ob the Laity with- 
put Number? when at the ſame Time they do and 
uſt allow the Validity of Baptiſm in the Church 
pf Rome, (which they own to bea Chriſtian Church) 
Where Lay-Perſons and Women are 3 to 
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Now this is the Charity of theſe Gentle. 
unchriſtian all the Proteſtants 
in the World (except ſome few of their own Com- 
munion, in the Bi Dominions) contrary to the 


men, that while they 


Opinion ot the Doctors of their own Church, they 


at the fame time allow Papiſis (many of whom | 
have Bapt:ſm only by Madwaves) to be good | 


Chriſtians. 


1 /Phele Things * have thought fit to mention on | 


rhis Qecafics, auer for all, that ſo, if auy thonld ne- 


ver ſo confidently, and unchantably aſlert, that 
you; or ycur Children are no Chnitians, you may 
not be ſurpriz d, or ſtaitled at it, but may be able 
to conſute them trem the Members ot their own | : 
Church, {who were the brighteſt Ornganeuts of it) 
who allow Our r as valid as their 


serertes v SSt Eh { 


The Umneaſs _ leneſs of refuſmg Bla 2 Children 
: h by Pilſeuuing Muniſters. 


have lately taken up a Re iιjEjri, not to bury 


the Children, which we þave bapriz d, I think it , 


not amiſs on rbis Oeeafion, to give you my Thoughts 


about it; and the rather at this time; becauſe 1 ; 
hear there is a Diſſenter's Child now dead, to whom i 


E Burial may be reius d. Now,” 


ad 7 


1 1 will ſhew the Inconſiſtency of this practice. 
2. The Inſignificancy of this Threatening And, 
{3 Will offer my Advice — 


L IN C E eme of the Pariſli-Miniſters in Town | | 


015) 


le- 1. 1 propoſe to repreſent to you, the Inconſiſteney 
nts pf refuſing Burial to Children Baptiz d by Diſlent- 
m- g Miniters. r vr qriafti [ie + 

the W 1. * Tis inconſiſtent with the 68th, Canon of their 
iey hurch, which runs thus, If any Miniſter ſhall 
om W r-iuſe to bury any Corps, that is brought tqͥ the 
od W Church, or Church: Tard, (convenient Warning 
being given him thereot before) in ſuch Manner 
an and Form, as is preſcribd in the Book of Com- 
ne- mon- Prayer; except the Party deceas d were de- 
nat nounc'd Excommunicated, t Exconmumicar 
ay ions, for ſome grievous and notorious Crime, 
ble (and no Man able to teſtify of his Repentance} 
un he (hall be ſuſpended by the Biſhop ot the Dio- 
it) ¶ ceſs from his Miniſtry, for the Space of three 
cir W Months, Now, how can thoſe Miniſters, who 


Wave taken the Oath of Canonical Obedience, 
W which they fail not to urge, when it will ſerve to 
eny any Favour to the Piſſenters) reconcile it gv 
is new Practice? One would think they had a 
Liberty of obſerving ſome Canons, and diſregard - 
ng others, (tho? equally {worn to all) or that, the 
neaning of Canonical Obedience, is to act diredly 
gainſt the expreſs Words andSenſe of theCanons à a8 
ts evident they do by this modern Innovation. For 
id any Body ever yet ngen cen > 
ated Perſons in the Canon, the Children of Dil- 
enters? And eſpecially the greater Excommunicay 
10N cannot be interpreted to belon 10 them 80 
| that to refuſe them what they call 3 — Burial; 
m that is, (I ſuppoſe). reading the Burial Offige qyer 
1 7 at their Iuterment, is à plain Hiſobedience to 
ie (anon. i zonen ns 
e Nor will it avail them ta ſay, that the Rubrick 
d. denies, Burial to unbaptiz d Perſons; becauſe th 
Haptilms ot Diſſenting Miniſters; ay, euen f 
ole. ſonc, if pertorm d with the proper Element 
nd the proper Words, are allow d by their Church 
. 19 8 n | to 
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to be Valid; as has been irrefragabl prov'd in the 
former Diſcourſe. L 1 

2. Tis inconſiſtant with the practice of the a I 
nified Clergy in London, and moſt Places in the Z 


gre — 
I have deen told by a Perſon; who was preſent 
that the Biſhop of this Dioceſs at his Viſitation in 
Town; declar'd, there was no Canan nor Rubrick to 
counteriance this Practice, and added, that at Lon. 
don the Clergy buried all; without Diſtinction, that 
were brought to be 1 merr d, as king no Queſtions ; 
and particularly that Mr. Dryden, and Mr. S. Eve. 
remiont, (he, if of any Religion, dy'd "Papiſts)M 
were bury'd With great Pomp in Weſtmnſter- Abbey, 
either by Biſhops, or tome great Dignitaries of the 0 
Clmirch; and he thought that the Service of the 
Church might ſure as well be uſtd over Diſſenters 
Children, as Papiſts; for that Papiſts allow'e: the 
Validity of 5 by Midwives, und it 
could not be thought, but the Baptiſm of Diſ⸗ 
ſenters muſt be as good as theirs. But, notwith- 
ſtanding this Declaration of his Lordſnip's, (which 
one would have thought, ſhould have eyed thoſe 
who had ſworn Obedience to him) yet ſofne of his 
unzor Clergy form d a Project afterwards (as T have 
ard) to engage all the Clergy at the Arch-Dea- 
cath Viſitations; to concur with them in this Inno- 
vation; which was fo far from being comply d 
with, that the Paper containing the Agreement was 
ſoon ſtifled, and the Contrivers of it cenſürd as 
forward and aſſuming in pretending to dictate to 
ſuch a numerous and venerable Body of their Seniors 
and Superiors; which ſufficiqncly ſhews their 
Thoughts of this Matter. So that thoſe of the 
[| Clergy here, who have made this new Agreement; | 
I! aQ*contrary to the Opinion of their Dioeeſan, to the 
I! Practice of their Fathers and Brethren of the Coun 
and, I doubt not, to far the greateſt Part of the 
Clergy of the Kingdom. Nay, 3. J 


(17) 
3. Tis inconſiſtent with their own PraQtice.:- - 
1. Tis inconſiſtent with their own former PraQ- 


e in the like Caſe 3 for there was no Scruple made 
the burying the Children of Diſſenters, till very 
ely. Thoſe who now ſay they, will refuſe it, 
ent Wave buried many ſuch formerly. And how comes 
n into paſs, that they muſt nom be denyed ? What 


w Light have they recetv'd, that they muſi 
ntradict their former _ ſtated Practice? What 


hat re they been doing all this while? Were they 
us; the Right before? ſure then they are in the 
ve Frong now. Were they in the Wrong before? 
ts) pw comes it then to Pa that they have perſiſt · 
be) in it till now? For my part I'm unable to re- 
the Wncile this, and cannot but conclude, that they 


t inconſiſtently with themſelves, A 
2. Tis inconſiſtent with Reſpe& to the Parents 
thoſe Children, whom they refule to bury : for 


it ever heard, that any Clergy-Men refüs d to 
DiC ry an Adult Diſſenter; tho according to their 
14h. tion there is the ſame Reaſon to refuſe it to thei 
ich Wrents (not having been baptiz d by Perſons. epi 
roſe Wally ordain d) as to their Children For a Dil- 
his 


ting Parent, who has had the Bop of Non- 


nformiſts, is no more a Chriſtian, than his Child; 


en: hleſs they will ſuppole, it's Age, and not Baptilm 
14 Wt makes a Chriſtian) and yet the Parent ſhall 
yd buryed without any Scruple, and the more 
was Wocent Child ſhall be refus d. Is not this groſs 
as Weonſiſtency > For what Reaſoncan be given, why 
to Wgrown Perſon, who is no Chriſtian, ſhould not 


refus d, as well as his Child; Nay, to me 


jeif Were ſeems to be much more Reafon, why he 

the Would be refus'd, (if either muſt) for the Parents 

nt; Night have had other Baptiſco, it they had deſired 

the W3 whereas the Child could havens other, than 

„Ih as the Parents thought fit; and yet the 
— 


ent. who obſtinately retuſes Epiſcopal im, 
N 


ſelyes to Communion in their Church are eve 


as their Parents receiv'd to the higheſt Ordinance 1 


LS... 
hall be buried with the Rights of the Church; 
and the Child, who involuntanly had other Baptiſm, 
ſhall be refus d. ii 
23. Tis inconſiſtent with their Admiſſion © 
Diſſenters to the Sacrament of the Lord s. Supper. 
All Perſons who have had no other Baptiſm, than 
Emma, Presbyters, are (in their Efteem) ne 

hriſtians ; and yet no Diſſenters, who offer them 


rejected. Now is it not notoriouſly abſurd to admi 
grown Diſſenters to the Sacrament, who are n 

hriſtians, and yet to refuſe their Children Buri 
upon the fame Account of their not being Chriſtians: 
May not Children as well be interr'd with the Kites 
of the Church, (tho they ſhould be no Chriſtians) 


it, who, (according to them) are no more Chriſt 
ans, than their Children ? and is it not the oddeſ 
Thing imaginable to admit Perſons to confirm: 
Chriſtian Covenant, into which they were neve 
enter dꝰ What Inconſiſtency then are theſe mode 

Divines guilty of, even with reſpect to their own 
Practice? Nay, I may add here, that they col 
tradict the 112th Canon of their own Chure 
which requires all Perſons, (Diflenters as well : 


others) that are 16 Years old, to come t 


the Sacrament under Pain of Preſentment, ani 
does not this ſuppoſe them to be Chriſtians ? othe 
wile certainly they would not have oblig'd them t 
come to the chriſtian Sacrament to confirm the! 
Chriſtian Baptiſm. - And *tis worth our Inqui 

whether a Clergy-Man would not reject a Perlor 
who declar'd, hehad never been baptiz'd at all, 

he ſhould offer himſelf to the Sacrament of thi 
Lord's-Supper, I knew a Clergy- Man in this Town 
who refus d to give the Sacrament to a condemne 
Malefactor, with others in the ſame Condemnation 


becauſe he was an Anabaptiſt, and had 


Lot their dear 
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been baptiz d. This I believe he might be juſtified 
in. From what has been ſaid, it undemiahly fol- 
lows that the Church ſuppoſes all Diſſenters, who 
have receiv d Baptiſm to be Chriſtians, becauſe ſhe 
admits all ſuch to ratify the Chriſtian: Covenant, 
© and rejects none, but ſuch, who were never bap- 
Juzd atalh EET 44 7 FT - be Ih 

4. * Lis inconſiſtent with their Practice of burying, 
ethers. Thoſe, - who relolve not to bury the In- 
fants of Diſſenters, make no Scruple of burying the 
profaneſt a their Pailth, and acknowledgin 


God's great Mercy in taking ta humlelt the So 
rother, and committing his Body 
to the Ground in ſure and certain Hope of the Re- 
ſurrection to eternal Lite. Aud fſuice, theſe: Words 
muſt be uſed at the Interment of evety.Perſon, may 
they not with much leſs Scruple be read over an. 
Innocent Infant, than a_notorious profans aud Aebe- 
iſtical Pe: ſon > And fince; they're, not reſus d in the 
latter. Caſe, cannot ſee, how they can (without 
great Inconſiſtency) in the former. Methinks any 
Miniſter , ſhonld be much better . fatisty'd to read 
the Buryal-Office ayer a Child, (whole only Crime, 
beſides his Origiral Sin, is being born of Diſſent- 
ing Parents) than over & leandalous vitious Perſon 
of whatever Communi odd. 
Theſe axe ſome, af ge Inconſiſtencies, which 
Perſons run themſelv into. And perhaps if this 
Innovating Humour ſhould conginue (and no body 
knows, where Encroachments may ſtop) the ſame 
Terſons, who now refuſe Burial to Diſſenters 
Children, may by others be refus d it themſel ves, 
as being no better entitled to it by their Baptiſm. 
I come to ſheẽ W, Re WB: 
2. The Inſignificancy of this Threatening, | 
- Suppoſe” your Pariſh-Minitter ſhould retuſe to 
read tlie Brryal-Qffice, over your Children, when 
they die; or ſuppoſe, 12 ſhould not permit them 


to 


- 


to be 
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be biryed in the Church or Church- Tard, what 
harm will it be either to youor them? It ſhews 
indeed their Diſſike, but does no real Prejudice. If 
all the hurt, they can do, be torefuſe Burial to 
your Children, you need not be uneaſie. It will not 
prevent their Happiteſs, and ought not to diſturbe 
your Peace. To cut 1 Limb a : rg _—_ 

to gratity a revengful Temper wou reckon” 
an Dudes Action; Vit what burt would it do 
the Deceasd! To deny your Children Buryal is a 
mean, pcor ang of Diſreſpe& to but not the 
urt either to you, or them. Me are not ſunk 


leaſt h 
into ſuch a Darkneſs of Popery yet, (Bleſſed be 
God) as to imagine any Ground can be really Holy, 
tho never ſo much conſecrated, or that the relative 
Holineſs of any Ground, as, fome Men have ſup- 
pos'd, can make a dead Child Holy, or in the leaſt 
add to its Happineſs. We are convinc'd, that tho 
Clergy-men may exclude Chriftian Children from 
Bnriat in, what th ul op Browad, yet that 
Chriſt; the Head of the Church, will not for. that 
exclude them the Kingdom of Heaven; nay, has 
expreſ]y declar d, that of ſuch is the Kingdom of 
Heaven, Marrh. 19. 1114. 5 
Nor is there the leaſt Reaſon to imagine that 
the. reading Prayers over à dead Corps, will do it 
any more good, than a it in conſecrated 
Ground. Nay, I ſuſpect that this Practice has 
een borrowed from the Papiſts, who maintain the 
Lawfulneſs of Prayers for the Dead, and urge the 
Practice of it, (tho' I grant there's no ſach Thing 
in the Burial-Office) and to ſay the Truth, ſome 
of no ſmall Figure in the Church, do fall in with 
them herein, Witneſs the Book call d, Prepirive 
Doi: ines reviv'd, prefacd by Dr. Hieks , wherein 
Prayers for the Dead are fait ta be acceptable to 
* God, as being the Fruits, of. bur 
© ardent Charity, and are uſeful 0 + Pag. 107. 
* them f. | Upon 


(21) 
Upon the whole Matter, The reſuſal of Burial 


to your Children, whether it be of laying them 
in the Church or Church Yard, or f reading the Ser- 
vice of the Church over them, cannot do them or 

ou any hurt at all, cannot detract from their Fe- 
icity; nor add to it. Altho? tis faid, that a cers 
tain Curate, being ſent to, to the Child of 
Diſſenter in his Pariſh, wrote him Word, that for ebe 
good of bis Child he would bury it, if ſome mention d 


Conditions were comply d with; Good Perſons 


ſhall go to Heaven, Whereſoever they are buried, 
and tho* not one Word be ſaid over them; And 
wicked Ones to a! late of Miſery, tho buried in 
the muſt ſacred Places, with never ſo many Pra 
The Caſe of the deceas d will be exndy the 
wherefoever,” by whomfoever, or in what manner, 
or with what Ceremonies, or with what' Office ſoe⸗ 
ver they are Interr'dl So that the retuſal of Burt 
al to znnotent Children (or to any others), need 
not in the leaft diſturb ſurviving Relations. I pro: 
ceed theme! 17 TA, 00 8 

3. To offer my Advice hereupon, which is, 

1. Not to deſertꝭ the Diſſenting Intereſt | 
this Account. I W None are ſo Cowardly, as 
to be terriſied by ſuch impotent Menaces; the 
can affect none, but! fagh; whoſe Paſlions are ſtron- 
ger than their Judgments, You will not furely be 
trighten'd from your Profeſſioi b ſuch inſigniſi 
cant Threats, ſuch as, if executed, can be of no 
real Diſad vantage to you. | 
ks you po Children born, _ delay to 
this Nhoult be done in a publick Manner, and 
publick Place, if you will bring them bitber any 
Day in the Week, (if Lord's-Day; or LeQture- 
Day be inconvenient,) Lhall, nat ſeruple to Bap- 
tize them, if the Parautt be of © viy Congregation. 
And as for thoſe, whe live in the Country, and 

wm 
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(22) 
cannot ſo conveniently. have their Children Bap- 
tu d in Caſe of IIlneſs, I would offer this to chen 
Conſideration; That its not the meer want of Bap- 
tiſm, which is ſo dangerous, as the Di of it it. 
The Child of a Chriſtian Parent, is a Chriſtian as 
foon as it is born; and therefore it has a Right to 
Baptiſm : It is in Covenant, and ſo has a Right to 
the seal of it; and ſhould it die, before the ad: 
miniſtration of the Ordinance; is not therefore 
damned, (as the Papiſts falſly pretend, and ſome os 
thers alter them, who tie Salyation to Baptiſm) 
and therefore be not diſcouraged, though ſuc h a 
Thing ſhould happen. Hold faſt the profeſſion of 
Faith without wavering, ſo mg as you "= 
convimc'd, that you have the Scri _— 

Rule; and be not ſnhaken by the loud Noiſe and 
bold Clamours of ſuch, ka call us no Miniſters, 

nd you no ( lviſtians: Nor let Threatenings to your 

Dead, deter you from following the DiQates of 
Conſciences, while you live. 

2. It your Children die, offer them to be bail 
by the Pariſh-Miniſters in the uſual Place; but if 
they retuſe it, tis ot no Moment; and it may e- 
way. for ought I ſee, (in Caſe of their Refu- 
fa}; and till then I would not adviſe it) be as con- 
venient, and as decent in the Chappel, or Chappel. 
Taru; or in any other Place; I there be 
nnn Tenn. 
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